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Abstract 
In 2006 a ballot were sent to voting in Colorado State, the document called amendment 44, were a 
proposal for a law legalizing possession of one ounce of marijuana for adults over 21 years of age, the 
law was rejected by voters. Some years later in 2012 another ballot, amendment 64 were sent to 
voting and this time a law legalizing both the possession, consumption and retail of marijuana was 
legalized within the confines of the State of Colorado prompting a booming industry. 
The amendment however goes against the higher legislative body, the federal courts, creating a 
snowball effect and debate in which other states has begun to dabble with legalization of the 
cannabis plant. A change has happened in the period stretching from the first amendment (44) in 
2006 and unto the enactment of amendment 64 in 2012. Creating the question of why this change in 
attitudes towards the cannabis plant, and its derivative marijuana has occurred in this time span, and 
not before? Has there been a normalization in the image of cannabis and marijuana? And what could 
the reason be? The stigmatization of cannabis has gradually become smaller and smaller. Because 
there has an increase in users in users of cannabis, and therefore becoming more accepted in nature.  
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Introduction 
Cannabis is a plant which has seen extensive use throughout human history, as it has been used for 
shamanistic and religious rituals in earlier times. It has also been used as pain relief and other medical 
purposes as well as purely recreational in order to experience calmness, a sense of serenity and/or a 
sense of happiness for the users.  The use of the cannabis plant has been a human activity in at least 
the past 5000 years.  
 
We started our project with the intention of doing a study which focused on the arguments surrounding 
the use of cannabis in the political debate in Denmark between the politicians from the left and right 
wing. The members of the group had very different political positions relating to the question of 
whether marijuana should be legalized, and these discussions gradually developed into a genuine 
unbiased curiosity relating to how the legalization would affect the Danish society socially, economically 
and legislatively. Because of these discussion our project changed into a comparative study of Colorado 
and Denmark in order to conclude whether or not a legalization of cannabis could happen in Denmark, 
and what consequences a legalization would have. We did however realize that this was a very complex 
project, and because of the time limit we decided to do a case study of the legalization in Colorado, 
that could be used as a blueprint for an implementation of a legalization of cannabis in Denmark.  
 
The writing process of the Colorado case study has been difficult as the amount of data and sources on 
the changes after the legalization is very low, because of the project’s focus on a law implemented as 
late as in 2014. The project were revised many times during the process as we hoped to be able to find 
the necessary sources for our project. We did however not succeed with this project, and settled on a 
project focusing on the discourse surrounding cannabis, and the change the discourse around cannabis 
might have experienced between amendment 44 and amendment 64.    
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Problem area 
Drugs have long history and it has played an important role in the global trade and in politics. Drugs 
were in the start primarily used by indigenous religions, for example: The Sufi holy men, Buddhist priests 
or the Incan temple coca user’s etc. but after some time it became increasingly more attainable and 
marketable and it also became secularized as it developed in to being diffused as a pleasure for the 
bourgeois, then mass delights (Warf, 2014).  Over a five hundred yearlong psychoactive revolution were 
there was an increase in the potency, the availability and the popularity of the drugs. The history of 
cannabis is long, and has left its mark in most of the empires through time, for example: The prehistoric 
Xinjiang to the hashish smokers of the medieval Cairo and the slums of Kingston, Jamaica and till now 
with the casual pot users in the American universities and on their campuses. The history of 
psychoactive cannabis is long and it has a very fascinating historical geography. The history of cannabis 
is long and it has for a long time been entwined with the cultural practices and the economy of the 
world and local sociality in an assortment of ways; it is very clear to see that the historical geography 
of cannabis points to the intersections that is between the broad social relations that have given the 
use of the plant some kind of consistency in some degree, for example: in the religious or shamanistic 
applications, but also for the specific contingents of the individual places and societies (Warf, 2014). 
The origins of cannabis and its earliest uses is not clear, but it is believed that its first uses and when it 
was domesticated can approximately be dated as far back as 12,000 years ago, and it is believed to be 
one of the oldest crops cultivated by humanity. The people of America have had a colorful and long 
standing romance with illegal drugs that typically were migrated from the ostracized bohemian cultures 
and to the middle class. The use of cannabis in the dawn of the 20th century was mainly concentrated 
among the Mexican-Americans (Bonnie and Whitebread, 1970). It was the Mexican revolution that 
brought a new chapter to America’s historical geography of cannabis, this happened in 1910 till 1911. 
The Mexican revolution brought forth waves after waves of immigrants that brought the cannabis herb 
with them in their travels throughout the southwestern US. Many of the early prejudices against 
cannabis at this point stood with a thin veil of racial and racist fear of the cannabis smoker (Himmelstein 
1983; Sloman 1999). Harry Anslinger, 1892 till 1975, were the first commissioner and chief for three 
decades of FBN also called the Federal Bureau of Narcotics, and he were one of the central figures in 
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America’s war against illegal import of alcohol and marijuana. It was Anslinger who rejected and argued 
repeatedly that the clinical analyses, which established the fact that marijuana; would not bring forth 
violent behaviorism or that it, would lead the cannabis user to take stronger and more addictive kinds 
of drugs (Warf, 2014). It was also in 1951 that that the American Congress voted for and approved of 
the Boggs Act that specified that that arrestee of marijuana would be penalized the same way as if he 
or she were arrested for possessing Heroin (Schlosser 2003). The history on the war against cannabis 
and other kinds of drugs in America, spans up to the last four decades and it has been a big part in their 
social life as in their political spheres that have led to criminal penalties for a countless number of the 
users. This war has revealed a very arbitrary nature of the political and cultural taboos, the cultural 
structure of the war on drugs and cannabis, were the ethnic minorities are penalized disproportionately 
(Warf, 2014). However, with the recent movements in different states in America, where the states are 
trying to legalize the use of marijuana either for medical or recreational use are steadily gaining ground, 
the two first states to do legalize marijuana for recreational use were the state of Colorado and the 
state Washington. But the legalization of cannabis outside of America in Europe has made a significant 
progress. A country that especially known for the cannabis trade is the Netherlands and especially their 
capitol Amsterdam, other countries that have decriminalized the possession of marijuana were Spain, 
Portugal, Italy, Belgium and Switzerland. It was in 1976 that the government of Netherland initiated a 
steady liberalization of the softer drugs, as marijuana that resulted in making Amsterdam the epicenter 
of the cannabis cultures global culture, which manifested in their famous coffee shops (Warf, 2014).  
The consumption, development or selling of cannabis in the US is illegal by federal law and it is only 
legal to use when it is for federally approved research (Carvey & Yeh, 2014). Cannabis is under the 
Controlled Substances Act also known as the CSA, which is under the federal jurisdiction. Even though 
the use of cannabis is prohibited by federal law, it is however legal as long that it is for a federally 
approved research. There are however some states that ignore the fact that cannabis is illegal on 
federal level. There are eighteen states that allow the use of medicinal cannabis as long as the people 
are qualified for the medicinal use of cannabis, and if they are then they will not be penalized by state 
law. Out of the 18 states that allow the use of cannabis for medicinal use there are however two states, 
which allow the use of cannabis for recreational purposes (Carvey & Yeh, 2014). Those states are 
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Colorado and Washington who were the first to legalize the use of cannabis for people over 21, who 
use it for recreational purposes and not only for medicinal use, though it also is legal for medicinal 
purposes. This happened in November 2012 both Colorado and Washington regulate and levy the sale 
of cannabis. We as a group have chosen to focus on the aftermath of legalizing cannabis in Colorado 
and not it Washington, because we found out that there is more literature on Colorado than on 
Washington. 
In the legislative process of legalizing cannabis in Colorado, Colorado made the amendment 64 and in 
that it is stated that Cannabis aren’t to be consumed out in the open or where the public may see it, 
and the user of cannabis have to be over 21, just like the state and federal law on alcohol. Even though 
it is legal to possess, cultivate or to distribute cannabis by state law, then it is still a criminal offence on 
federal level. So even though it is legal in Colorado or any kind of state that may legalize it and the 
owner of the cannabis may even have a state issued license for growing, selling or using cannabis, the 
owner may however still be prosecuted and penalized by federal law (Carvey & Yeh, 2014). Cannabis in 
Colorado that are bought in retail have a 25% tax which is approved by the citizens of Colorado by vote, 
the 10% of the taxes goes to fund regulations and regulations on the Cannabis bought in retail. The last 
15% of taxes are used for the public school capital (Carvey & Yeh, 2014). As it stands at the moment the 
legalization of cannabis in Colorado or any other state where it may be legal for either medicinal or 
recreational purposes is contradictory to the laws made by the federal level, where any use of it 
punishable by law. Cannabis is still a cause of debate on state and national levels, and the associated 
confusion of how the states can legalize or deviate from the laws set by federal government is a cause 
for debate, there are not anyone who is sure about how it is and was possible, and it is a question that 
judges and politicians etc. still to this day are trying to answer. A reason for it however could be because 
of the partition of the sovereign powers that are included in constitutional organization of America, 
where it is encouraged to experiment with either social or economic experiments without the rest of 
the US being at risk. The state level in the US has in general legislative freedom, though it is controlled 
by different constitutional restrictions, the supremacy clause included. The supremacy clause was made 
to make sure that the federal law is the supreme law of the US. 
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In the US every law has to go through a legislative process where a law will start out as a bill that is a 
written document that are presented to either the house or the senate. A bill will for the most part do 
three different things; creating new laws, amending the existing laws or canceling out the existing laws. 
When presenting a bill it will be assigned number, this happens when they are introduced and it is at 
that point that it is given a number, the number the bill is given is dependent on when it was introduced. 
The given number is there for helping people on a later point. Besides the number the bill is also given 
a prefix that makes sure that people on a later point will be able to see what year the bill is from. An 
example for this could be: Senate Bill 13-1. This shows that the bill was made in 2013 also that it was 
the first bill to be introduced. Before presenting a bill, the writer of the bill must have a sponsor and co-
sponsor that all bills must have. A bill must also follow a specific form, even though contends are 
different for each bill. 
The form of a bill: The title of the bill; the title must be brief of nature and ample. A bill must not have 
more than one subject and the only way to change the name of a bill or a law is by amending them. The 
bill must also contain a summary, it must however be noted that the summary does not have any legal 
effect. Following the summary there must be an enacting clause, if the enacting clause is missing then 
the bill will be viewed as invalid. There are also some bills that may contain the severability clause; this 
works as a safety net for a bill or a law so that if a part of it is deemed unconstitutional by a court, the 
severability will then save the rest of the law. Some bills also contain a safety clause that are found in 
the bottom of a bill, the origins of a safety clause comes the ingenuity and plebiscite requirements set 
by the state constitution. A bill must also contain the effective date of the bill and the most common 
effective date of a bill, is a date that take the 90 days that allow the collection of signatures for placing 
a measure on the ballot in consideration. The last thing a bill must contain is the version number of the 
bill; this being an indicator on how far the bill is in the legislative process. There are six kinds of versions 
that a bill can have: 
The printed bill before any kinds of amendments has happened. The engrossed bill that is the bill after 
the second reading in the house of introduction, the engrossed bill will also include any kinds of 
amendments that were adopted the house on that specific reading. The Reengrossed bill that is the bill 
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after it has passed the third reading in the house, the Re-engrossed bill is also the version that are 
referred to the second house and deliberation by the committee of reference.  The revised bill after 
passing in the second house is the passed bill.  The revised bill is the bill that have passed the third 
reading in the second house, the revised bill will afterwards be sent back to its house of origin for 
registration and transmittal for the governor. The enrolled bill that has been through both houses for 
reading, its printed form will then be the form shown in the session laws. This bill version will be signed 
by the speaker of the house, the governor and the president of the senate. During the third reading, 
which is where the final actions happen to a bill in each house, and any form amendments at this points 
is very rare (Kelsen, 2011). Knowing the process leading up to the legalization of cannabis the group 
wished to know how Colorado fared after the legalization of cannabis 
Research question 
RQ#:  Why has the image of Cannabis changed since amendment 44? 
WQ#:  Has the discourse surrounding crime been a factor? 
WQ#:  Has there been a change in the discourse surrounding the consumption? 
WQ#:  Has cannabis experienced normalization? 
Methods 
In November 2012 the states of Colorado and Washington was the first to legalize Marijuana for 
recreational purposes, this legalization contained the consumption, sale and production of Marijuana 
and thus these states were the first two states in the United States of America to legalize Marijuana. 
The legalization of cannabis was carried out at state level, even though Cannabis is illegal within the 
confines of the federal law. In this paper we would like to research the political and legislative 
implications consequences that came after the legalization of Cannabis in Colorado, as well as going 
into depth with the study of the groups implicated in the illicit Cannabis trade and how the legalization 
of Cannabis for recreational use has impacted their lives. We wish to make an in depth examining on 
how their socioeconomic circumstances has changed compared to before the legalization process. We 
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also want to inquire into how the state government has dealt with the taxation of the Cannabis trade 
as well as briefly look into how the retail system for the sale of Cannabis is evolving in Colorado. To sum 
it up in general what we want to investigate how the social, economic and legislative (political) spheres 
have affected and been affected the legalization of Cannabis in the State of Colorado. So basically our 
concept can be drawn down to this specific formulation: 
 
Why has the image of Cannabis changed since amendment 44? 
Working Question 
Working question:  Has the discourse surrounding crime been a factor? 
Working question:  Has there been a change in the discourse surrounding the consumption? 
Working question:  Has cannabis experienced normalization? 
Introduction to our working questions 
Generally, in our endeavor to answer our research questions we are going to make use of a qualitative 
research approach slightly combined with the use of statistical information to validate patterns 
mentioned in our empirical materials. Our study for the time being resembles a combination of the 
intrinsic case study approach as well as the instrumental. Our methodological main approach will be a 
focus on content analysis, and how we might be able to utilize this method in the best possible way. 
The content analysis will focus largely on empirical sources such as media as well as academic journals 
and legislative documents combined with official party political reports (including NGO’s). We will also 
to a lesser degree include an ethnographic approach in analyzing the empirical data relating to the 
research question: What is the social impact from legalizing cannabis? – relating to this question we 
will look into data concerning the different sub-groups in society (criminal segments primarily), and 
identify how the lives of these groups have been affected by the legalizations. It was chosen to make a 
case study by the group, and the case study would be about the legalization of cannabis for medical 
and recreational use in the state of Colorado in 2012, this made it possible for manufacturing and selling 
cannabis, as long as it is supervised by the government, and it also made it possible for people of legal 
drinking age to carry one ounce of cannabis without being persecuted by state law. It will be an 
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instrumental case study that the group will be making; the reason for this is to gain a more 
comprehensive understanding on the subject on how it was possible for the state of Colorado to legalize 
cannabis, but also to gain a broader insight in the causality. In order to so, the group will look into and 
gain an understanding on the legislative processes and the reasoning for why one amendment were 
chosen over the other, but also to understand how the discourse surrounding either crime or 
consumption, made a difference in the means for legalizing amendment 64, but also if cannabis has 
been normalized, in retrospect to the attitude, availability and the cultural presence of cannabis. What 
the group in general wishes to find out about, is how the positive or negative reactions to cannabis have 
affected the image of cannabis since Colorado’s first attempt to legalize cannabis with amendment 44. 
There will however be both weaknesses and strengths in making a case study on legalization of cannabis 
in Colorado, as it can be very hard to find proper literature, for example books and journal articles, can 
prove to be extremely difficult to find with the case of legalization of cannabis in Colorado, as it is fairly 
new, such as the fact that it were legalized in 2012 and the first shops first came in 2014. Fortunately 
there are however more than enough about cannabis and its discourse surrounding crime or 
consumption, this will help the group so that it won’t be having troubles with finding literature that will 
benefit the group in answering the projects research question.  The group will make use of legal 
documents that properly should be easy to find, and use documents that are explaining the legislative 
procedures that are part of the state of Colorado but also part of the federal level. The literature will 
properly have a general problem as there is chance that it can be biased, because the situation in 
Colorado with the legislation of cannabis is relatively new. But because the situation is relatively new 
there won’t be a lot of books or journal articles out yet at this point, making it harder to gain a broad 
understanding and clarification on the subject. Another problem that can happen with the found 
literature could be that they are not written by political scientist but juridical employees.  
Empirical Data 
The sources reliability will in some cases be of questionable nature, this of course depending on 
whatever kind the source of material might be. The kind of sources that are chosen for the project, will 
differ between journal articles, books, articles and governmental internet pages, and some newspaper 
articles that are interview based on different interest groups, government officials that each have and 
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come with their own different biases and agendas and industrial actors. The group does in general have 
a lot of trust in the academic sources and governmental sources that the group may find, however in 
the dealings with different interests groups the group will have to make a closer inquiry into the 
sources, which is a prerequisite for insuring that the found information and data is correct and 
trustworthy. The books that the group will use in the project to gather information and data on and 
about different concepts in the project, for example: Legalization, this is done to gain a broader 
understanding of the different aspects there is in legalization, but also to understand the processes 
leading up to the legalization, but also to understand the discourses that were and are about the 
consumption of cannabis. The core elements in this project will be the concepts, which will be used for 
the analysis and the discussion of both the positive or negative aspects and consequences that are in 
the dealings with the discourse surrounding the image of cannabis since and after amendment 44 
leading up to amendment, which were legalized in 2012.  The books that will be used for the project, 
will give a theoretical background for the discourses that surrounds the consumption of cannabis, this 
is done even though it would be nice to know about the current situation that are in Colorado, but as 
books demands a longer time for processing it won’t be out yet (Hesse, Biber and Leavy, 2011). The use 
of journal articles will be used for gaining an understanding and examining the different discourses on 
crime or the consumption of cannabis, but also if cannabis is being normalized. The way for the group 
to will insure that the journal articles used for this project are valid, is by making sure that the journal 
articles has been peer reviewed.  The journal articles will furthermore provide the group with a more 
recent knowledge on the subject, than other sources that may be used, such as books (Hesse, Biber and 
Leavy, 2011). In order to gain a more broad and diverse knowledge on the subject, the group  will make 
use of newspaper articles, these can for example be used to find out what the different interest group 
thought on the subject, and the same can be said about what different politicians view on the subject. 
There are however some problems in using newspaper articles, which is the fact that newspapers and 
news agencies for the most part have certain political believes that are affecting the coverage on and 
of the given subject or event (HesseBiber and Leavy, 2011). Some newspapers may have a 
sensationalistic approach to the news that they are sending out to the people, and therefore are 
publishing news or information on a subject or event that are not genuine. Knowing these things about 
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newspaper articles is therefore very important that the group take this knowledge into consideration, 
every time any newspaper article is being used. These biases are however very useful when examining 
the different attitudes there are on the subject on the discourse surround crime or the consumption of 
cannabis. The group will furthermore also make use of official governmental policy documents and the 
official governmental homepage of Colorado to gain an understanding of the processes leading up to 
the public votes on amendment 44 and amendment 64, but also to find the official crime statistics of 
Colorado (Hesse, Biber and Leavy, 2011).  
Working question 1 
In the endeavor of answering this question there will be numeral ways in order for answering the 
question. Firstly there will be an elaboration and analyze of amendment 44, that can be seen in then 
annex. Were there will be discussed the sides there was in process when they tried to legalize 
amendment 44, while analyzing the arguments of those who were either for or against the amendment, 
but also elaborating what the amendment 44 contained in general to gain an understanding of why it 
were not legalized, to do this the group will make use of newspaper articles and governmental 
homepages, but also by using books and journal articles.  
Secondly there will be an elaboration and analyze of amendment 64, that can be seen in then annex. 
Were there will be discussed the sides there was in process when they tried to legalize amendment 64, 
while analyzing the arguments of those who were either for or against the amendment, but also 
elaborating what the amendment 64 contained in general, this will be done to gain an understanding 
of why the amendment 64 was legalized contra amendment 44, to do this the group will do so by using 
books and journal articles, but also by using newspaper articles and governmental homepages. Thirdly 
in order to answer the working question the group will look at statistics on different crimes, which may 
connect to cannabis use, for example, drug violations, liquor law violations or disorderly conduct etc. 
the group will find the average amount of crime that has happened through the years since amendment 
44 in 2006 till 2013, which is the newest numbers that is attainable at the moment, using these three 
steps in order to answer the question the group will analyze the given and found literature in these 
steps and make a sub conclusion upon it to help with the final conclusion. 
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Working question 2 
To answer this particular question the group will analyze a number of academic literature dealing with 
the issue at hand from different perspectives, these will be paired with news articles to provide us 
with a general idea of how the general discourse is around the issue surrounding the consumption of 
cannabis. Which beliefs, attitudes and empirical discourse that is prevailing and if a change has been 
developing, and if so, what kind of change for either the positive or negative side to the consumption 
of cannabis in general. The group are taking a holistic approach this working question in our endeavor 
for answering it  
Working question 3 
In order to answer the question “Has cannabis experienced normalization?” we will use the concept of 
normalization. We will start by investigation the development in the amount of cannabis users in 
Colorado as well as well as the availability of cannabis. This will be done not only by looking at the 
amount of users in Colorado, but also in Norway and the general development in the United States. In 
the attempt of estimating the scope of the cannabis market in Colorado a study from The Marijuana 
Policy Group has been used as the primary source. This study has estimated the demand of cannabis 
from both visitors and residents of Colorado. In order to determine the amount of users and the 
cannabis market we will use journal articles and a report from the Congress.  
Upon the clarification of the scope of the use of cannabis in Colorado, we will look at the attitudes 
towards cannabis in the population as well as in a cultural setting. This will be done by looking at the 
mainstream culture, popular personalities and the public’s opinion on the matter. This will be done by 
using journal articles, research report as well as newspaper articles and reports on rating information. 
This will be compared to the concept of normalization in order to conclude if cannabis has experienced 
normalization. 
Concepts 
Crime: When talking about crime, the group will talk about the crime of cannabis consumption, sales 
and manufacturing. 
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Marijuana: In this paper refers to the actual substance whom people smoke for its sedative and 
psychoactive effects 
Cannabis: Refers to the Cannabis plant in a botanical and medical way. Referring to both the 
psychoactive variant of the plant and its ‘cousin’ which is used to create fibers for fabrication. 
Normalization: The concept of normalization is the concept of a stigmatized group or entity becoming 
socially accepted in the society.  
Theory 
Discourse Theory 
The Discourse theory can trace its roots back to influential scholars such as Saussure and Wittgenstein 
(Jørgensen and Phillips 2002), however it wasn’t until the 70’s and 80’ that this type of analysis took 
flight, with the famous French social scientist and philosopher Michel Foucault, the idea of discourse 
analysis took flight. The discourse analysis is based on the premise that not only does words and 
language work as a medium for our communication with other human beings, but they actually also 
possesses the power to change our reality through our discursive choices such as narrative, metaphors 
and wording (Karlberg 2012). Physical texts are ripe with examples of how the writers have made use 
of these concepts to present his idea to the reader in the most efficient and to the writer most realistic 
way. The discursive choices we make might even go as far as altering and creating our own (and 
sometimes others) subjective way of perceiving reality. Language that is used for communication 
between individuals is able to affect an individual in many different ways. A subject can be 
communicated as a positive presentation but it can also be presented in a negative way, depending on 
the formulation. It is dependent on the presentation and how they are presented and more accordingly, 
what language that is used in the presentation of the chosen subject is decided in how communicator 
wishes the recipients to receive it. In order to understand how the politicians were able to legalize 
amendment 64 while not being able to legalize amendment 44 and to gain a broader understanding on 
how the discourse of cannabis consumption might have changed over the year. To able to do that, we 
as a group will analyze discourse surrounding the consumption of cannabis.   In order for them to have 
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been able to legalize cannabis then politician/s must have a general knowledge on how to use rhetorical 
strategies, for example Aristotle’s modes of persuasion (Marquardt 2009). Aristotle’s claimed that there 
was three types or modes of persuasion; Pathos, Ethos and Logos. Pathos is used in order to appeal to 
the emotions of the recipient; this is useful when using the recipient’s emotions when convincing them 
that it would be best to vote that bill or person. Using Ethos the presenter are using his or hers reliability 
as an appeal; in order for him or her to be able to convince the recipient of his reliability. When a 
presenter uses logos he or she would appeal to the recipient’s logical sense (Edlund and Pomona 2012) 
thus making the recipient believe that he or she is reliable or true. These three modes of persuasion 
are considered as resources that the presenter can use, when persuading a recipient. While the 
discourse analysis will give an overview of and how the language is used in order to reflect societal 
realities (Volmari 2009: p 30). Discourse is in general about the way and how we speak in different kinds 
of situations; for example how people change their tone of voice depending on who they are speaking 
to. Defining discourse analysis however proves to be more difficult, because of the lack of consensus 
surrounding what discourse analysis is, but also how it is supposed to be analyzed. There are however 
different kinds of methods and theories that can be used to help the clarification on what discourse 
analysis is, which means that discourse analysis contains many interdisciplinary approaches that are 
used in different fields of studies (Jørgensen & Philips 2002; p 1). There will be a focus on three kinds 
of approaches that can prove useful in order to analyze the different social interactions that were used 
when legalizing cannabis. In particular the social implications and interactions that are concerning the 
legalization of cannabis, but also the discourse surrounding the consumption of cannabis. The three 
chosen approaches ended up being Ernesto Laclau and Chantal Mouffe’s discourse theory, critical 
discourse analysis, and discursive psychology (Jørgensen & Philips 2002: p 1). These three approaches 
have a key aspect in common, which is that they attempt to explain and analyze power relations and 
the social change that might follow in its wake. Another aspect where they are similar is in their view 
language and understanding of individuals (Jørgensen & Philips 2002: p 2). It must however be noted 
that each of these approaches are not a method, but rather a methodological and theoretical set of 
tools, which contains philosophical (ontological and epistemological) principles, which looks into the  
role language has in the social construction of the world, methodological guidelines and theoretical 
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models for approaching a research area and specific technique for analysis. The first step when making 
a discourse analysis is to look into the languages, which have been used but also the languages effect 
on the recipients in different social groups. In order to do so, it is important to choose how to approach 
the philosophical premises; there are two kinds of approaches that can be taken; an epistemological 
outlook or an ontological. While using the premises that are firstly a critical approach, which is about 
how to translate the social world. In order to do that, it is necessary not to consider the knowledge 
about the world as an objective truth, because it is accessing reality through categories that accordingly 
to us explain a society or social context extraordinarily accurately. (Burr 1995, Gergen 1985, cited in 
Jørgensen & Philips 2002: p 5).  The second step when making a discourse analysis is the historical and 
cultural specificity, this being a concept that helps to explain how history and culture tilted our view on 
the world and accounts for why this view changes over time; for example the stigma concerning the 
consumption of cannabis. This is considered an anti-fundationalist-view that is against the 
foundationalist-view about how knowledge is non-contingent (Volmari, 2009). Discourse has an effect 
on the production of the social world. Because it is considered as a social action, which affects the 
identities, knowledge’s and social relations that provides in the maintaining of specific social patterns. 
This means that the social world is constructed by social and discursive factors and therefore it is not 
possible to predict human beings' actions, because we do not possess common specific characters or 
essences, this being an anti-essentialist view (Burr 1995, Gergen 1985, cited in Jørgensen & Philips 
2002). This could be used in analyzing and understanding if there has there been a change in the political 
will. The third step when making a discourse analysis is the link, which is between knowledge and the 
social processes. There is a link between what is known and the social interactions. It is through the 
social interactions, that the knowledge about what is true or false is created but also what is to be 
considered common truths (Burr 1995, Gergen 1985, cited in Jørgensen & Philips 2002).  The fourth 
step when making a discourse analysis is the view of the link that is between knowledge and the social 
interactions. People have different views on what is considered acceptable and unacceptable actions 
in different cultures worldwide, hence how the consumption of cannabis always leads to a big debate. 
These different kinds of viewpoints are results of different social understandings, something that have 
been affected by the social processes that in turn was created by for example culture and traditions. 
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Each country, state or town can and have different norms and values that play a role in the way we act 
socially (Jørgensen & Philips 2002: p 5). In our opinion, this theory is the right choice for analyzing the 
discourse surrounding the consumption of cannabis from amendment 44, which was dropped to 
amendment 64 which were a success as it was legalized. This is some of the things that we are going to 
look into in order to answer our research question. The discourse theory by Ernesto Laclau and Chantal 
Mouffe’s explains how the use of discourse is able to affect the voters; it is very important to be able 
to reach out for the voters and construct their view on different issues, so they will change their voting 
behavior (Jørgensen & Philips 2002: pp 8). 
 
Public Choice Theory 
Public choice theory takes in general the same kind of principles that the economists uses when they 
are analyzing the actions that people makes in a marketplace and thereafter applies this to the actions 
of the people in the collective decision makings. The economists who are studying the behaviorism in 
private marketplaces assume that the motivation of the people mainly is driven by their self-interests. 
Although it should be noted that some people’s actions are based on their concern for other people, 
though self-interest is the dominant motive that drive peoples actions in marketplaces. This dominant 
motive is shown whether the people are the employees, consumers or the employers their primary 
concern is for themselves.  When the economist makes use of the public choice theory, they will make 
the assumption, which is that even though the people may show some kind of concern for other people 
when acting in the political marketplaces, they believe that the main concern for these people are their 
own self-interest, and this is shown in people no matter what their place in the marketplace is, whether 
if they are the bureaucrats, voters, politicians or lobbyist (Shaw 2015). One of the leading architects for 
the public choice theory James Buchanan argued that the theory would replace the illusory and 
romantic notion that people have about and on the working of the governments throughout the world, 
insuring the ideas and notions, which embodies more skepticism (Buchanan & Tullock, 1962). Many 
economist in the past argued that a way to restrain the failures of the market, like for example 
monopolies, would be by introducing governmental actions. The public choice economist are however 
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pointing out the fact that there are some things as governmental failures, and it is important to realize 
the fact that there can be multiple reasons as for why the intervention of the government does not 
always achieve the anticipated effect. There are for example one of the responsibilities of the Justice 
Department that is to reduce the powers of monopolies in the industries, which are the non-
competitive.  The voters are for example for the most part largely ignorant to the works of the politician 
and the political issues, but this ignorance that the voters have is rational (Downs, 1957). But even 
though the individual vote very rarely can decide the result in the election, therefor the chance for an 
undeviating impact of a person to make the best and most well informed vote is nearly zilch. There are 
virtually no chances for the single voter to determine the outcome of an election, so it is not worthwhile 
for the single voter to spend time on following the issues, the reason or claim for this is evidently can 
be found by the fact about the polls about public opinion consistently find that out that less than half 
of Americans who are of voting-age could or cannot name whoever that is their congressional 
representative (Shaw, 2015).  The actions made of the legislators are also examined by the public choice 
economists. Even though it is a known fact that the legislators are expected to pursue the interest of 
the public, they are still making decisions in the framework that uses the resources of the people and 
the public, while not touching their own resources, the resources are to be and are provides by the 
taxpayers and of those who are hurt by regulations and therefor are forced to provide that resource 
whether they wishes to provide it or not, and it may be the intention of the politicians to spend the 
money they get from the taxpayers as wisely as possible (Downs, 1957). It must however be noted that 
efficient decisions would and will not save the money of people and it won’t give the people any 
proportion of the wealth, which is saved for the citizens of the country. Fighting for some powerful 
interest group in order to deliberate benefits for the public, who are not aware of what kind of benefits 
that may be conferred to them, thus there will be no direct reward in doing so.  The incentives that are 
made in the interest of the public for good management are relatively weak. There are however in 
contrast to that, people with stronger gains to be accumulated from governmental actions from 
interests groups that are organized and governed by those people.  It is them who are providing the 
politician with fund for their campaigns, besides that they are also providing workers for the campaign, 
and return for the given funds and worker they will gain the “ear” of that politician that they funding 
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and besides gaining their “ear” they will often and for the most part gain the support of the politician 
for whatever goal they might have (Shaw, 2015). As the legislators are monitored poorly by the public, 
because they have the power to either extract resources or to tax the resources in other coercive ways, 
this gives the legislator the power and means to behave in a way that is very costly for its citizens. The 
public choice economists analyze one of the politicians techniques, which is vote trading also called log 
rolling (Shaw, 2015). For example for an urban legislator to gain a vote from another legislator he or 
she will vote for the other legislator’s project or bill, to gain their vote on their project or their bill, and 
the two projects can be a part of the same bill, and through the trade of votes both of the legislators 
will end up getting what they want. Although neither of the projects will efficiently use the resources, 
the local voters know that the representative of that place would have gotten something for them 
(Shaw, 2015). 
Content 
Sub Question one 
This chapter will answer if the discourse surrounding crime has been a factor. This question will be 
answered by analyzing the two amendments 44 and 64, both of them can be found in the appendix. As 
part of the analysis besides looking into the two different amendments, there will also be a focus on 
the ballots from the two public elections where the population of Colorado could decide if cannabis 
should be legalized. Besides these two amendments another way of answering the question will be by 
analyzing the statewide totals of adult arrest. The reason for why the focus we only be on adult arrests 
and not juvenile arrests, is because both of the amendments only deals with the legalization of cannabis 
for people in the legal drinking age, being 21 and above. Amendment 44 and amendment 64 both had 
under the text of proposal, that the law should be enacted by the people of Colorado, this means that 
for the bill to pass it has to undergo a public vote.  
Amendment 44  
In 2006 in Colorado the ballot on amendment 44 or Initiative 44 that came from “The Colorado 
Marijuana Possession Initiative” was laid to rest when the people of Colorado voted against it. To 
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amendment 44, 58.92 percentage, of those who voted, voted against the ballot, whereas 41.08 
percentages voted for the ballot (Ballot History, 2015). Those who supported amendment 44 were the 
“Safer Colorado.Org”, “Guarding Our Children Against Marijuana prohibition” and “The Alcohol-
Marijuana Equalization Initiative Committee” (Legalize Marijuana was on the ballot in Colorado, 2006 
accessed May 20th 2015). There were however a lot groups opposing amendment 44, some of the 
groups were “Students Against Marijuana”, “Save Our Society from Drugs” and “Guarding Our Children 
Against Marijuana” etc. (2006 Colorado Blue Book, 2006). What Initiative 44 contained in general was 
that it tried to legalize for a person of legal drinking age the possession of one ounce of cannabis legally, 
so that the person would avoid persecution by state law enforcement.   The fiscal impact of amendment 
44’s legalization would be reduced local and state government revenues; this would happen due to 
fines no longer being given or assessed for the adult cannabis possession for an ounce or less. Though 
it should be noted that it won’t be possible to quantify the revenue reduction as the amount of adults 
condemned for possessing cannabis per annum cannot be specified as the state only collect data about 
those who are condemned on state level in state courts, but not on the municipal level from municipal 
courts. Additionally the courts are bound to be discrete when they are assessing how big a fine will end 
up being, it should also be noted that it is not all offenders who are levied the maximum fine. There are 
also some fines that will not be collected from the convicted person. There were of course both 
arguments that were either in favor of or in opposition to the amendment 44. 
 
The arguments that were in favor of amendment 44:  
One of the arguments that were in favor of amendment 44 was that amendment 44 would make a 
balance between the public safety and the individual choice. Those who were in favor of amendment 
44 argued that when the state law allowed people of 21 years of age and above are able to possess and 
may consume alcohol but at the same time prohibits the individual to possess and consume cannabis. 
Part of their argument was also that some adults beliefs that the consumption or possession of cannabis 
in smaller quantities would be a safer alternative instead of the consumption of alcohol. They also 
believed that the possession of cannabis, as long as it was in small quantities, should be up to the 
individuals personal and their legal choice, as long as they were of legal age (2006 Colorado Blue Book, 
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2006). Another argument for the amendment 44 was that the amendment 44 would present a 
functional change in priorities without jeopardizing the safety of the public. It was also argued that by 
legalizing the bill it could help in freeing the overburdened state and its criminal justice systems in the 
municipal areas, by making it lighter on the expending of the state’s resources on inconsequential 
offenders. And by legalizing the bill it would allow for the state to focus its resources on the big time 
criminals as the distributors, traffickers and manufacturers of illegal and more harmful drugs. Especially 
at a time like this where the government’s budgets for their law enforcement and their court systems 
are very overwrought. They ended their arguments by arguing the importance, and how the focusing 
of the government’s resources for more serious offenses would be of a more logical nature for the 
state’s taxpayers (2006 Colorado Blue Book, 2006). 
The arguments that were in opposition of amendment 44: One of the arguments against the 
legalization of amendment 44, were that if an individual were to consume cannabis, cannabis would 
then lead the individual to consume or possess other kinds of illegal drugs. It was also argued that under 
amendment 44 the overall use in the Colorado would rise, but also if they legalized the possession of 
cannabis, it would increase the availability and the acceptability. Beyond that it would also increase the 
probability of minors’ accessibility of cannabis, those arguing against amendment 44 believed that the 
state of Colorado did not wish to be a lure for the illegal drug users (2006 Colorado Blue Book, 2006). 
Those opposed also argued that it should be a focus point for policy discussions whether cannabis or 
alcohol may or may not be a safer drug, as there only is one safe substitute for drug intoxication or the 
use of alcohol is sobriety. One of their bigger arguments was that Colorado should not repeal its drug 
laws, but instead it should enforce them, as the cost of local and state’s drug enforcements are minimal 
in comparison to social costs that comes with addiction and drug abuse. Besides the fact that marijuana 
is illegal and remains illegal on a federal level, it is also of concern for the safety and health of the public, 
thus if the state were to legalize cannabis on it would be a very unwise public decision (2006 Colorado 
Blue Book, 2006). 
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Amendment 64 
The background for why amendment 64 was made were amendment 44, the reason for why these two 
amendments were made, was because of the fact that medical marijuana in Colorado already were 
legalized and signed by the governor Bill Ritter, who were in office from 9th  of January 2007 till the 11th 
of January 2011. The Colorado Marijuana Legalization Amendment, which is also called amendment 64. 
This ballot was an initiated constitutional amendment. It was approved on the 6th of November 2012 in 
the state of Colorado. This measure is similar to the ballot that was defeated in 2006. Amendment 64 
was filed up to eight different intervals with the help of the Colorado Attorney General, this happened 
in and around the 20th of May, 2011. This happened because they hoped that it would be the 2012 
ballot. These eight different initiatives had some things in common, which were the fact that they 
petitioned for the legalization of cannabis for people of legal drinking age, so that the individual could 
carry up to one ounce of cannabis without the fear of being persecuted on state level. Another thing 
they petitioned was the idea that the state would be the one to regulate the retail sales of cannabis (8 
initiatives to legalize pot seek spots on 2012 Colorado ballot, accessed the 05-20-2011). The reason for 
why they filed the initiative eight times, were so that the supporter better could see the one that would 
be able to clear the Title Setting Review Board, thus allowing for a circulation of the petitions. The 
intentions of amendment 64 were very clear on the fact that they wanted the sale of cannabis to be 
taxed, so it could fund regulatory work in marijuana industry but also that there would be funds for 
improving the state’s educational system. Proposition AA was enacted by public vote in 2013, this 
enacted ballot made sure that there would be a 10 percentages of sales tax on the retail marijuana but 
also a 15 percentages excise tax on the retail marijuana. This gave a total of a 25 percentages of tax on 
the retail marijuana, thus living up to the intentions of amendment 64 (A: Colorado Secretary of State 
Wayne accessed May 14th 2015). In the ballot, there was an enacted an excise tax on cannabis and the 
wholesale sales of it, and it required that the 40 million dollars that comes in as revenue annually are 
to be credited to the state’s public school system (B: Colorado Secretary of State Wayne W. Williams, 
accessed May 14th 2015). There were different kinds of groups who either supported or were opposed 
of amendment 64. Some of those who supported the amendment were for example “Campaign to 
Regulate Marijuana Like Alcohol”, “Democratic Party of Colorado” or the group “Moms and Dads for 
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Marijuana Regulation”. There were also those who were opposed to the ideas in amendment 64, they 
were “Smart Colorado”, the Senator of State Steve king and the mayor of Denver Michael Hancock 
(2012 STATE BALLOT INFORMATION BOOKLET). 55.32 percentages of those who voted for amendment 
64 voted yes, whereas 44.68 percentages of the voters voted no to amendment 64. 
The arguments that were in favor of amendment 64:   
It was argued by the executive director of Sensible Brian Vincente, that the people of the state of 
Colorado, should understand the fact about marijuana. Which is that it are not a dangerous 
substance, which it have been made out to be by the federal government and the law enforcement 
(Colorado pot backers aim for legalization vote in 2012 accessed May 12th 2015). It was the senator 
of the state of Colorado Shawn Mitchell that made the argument that the states war on drugs 
regrettably were not working as planned, and it showed a fact that was very clear, that the state of 
Colorado had try different and new kinds of approaches it in the state. (State Sen. Shawn Mitchell 
comes out in favor of ballot measure legalizing pot accessed May 12th 2015). 
The arguments that were in opposition of amendment 64: 
It was James. D. Kellog that it is the American citizen’s constitutional rights to do what they wish to in 
general, as they have freedom of choice. He however argued that when it came to cannabis, the 
government should tread lightly (2012 STATE BALLOT INFORMATION BOOKLET). It was the state 
senator John Morse, who argued that even if the marijuana were to be legalized it would not 
automatically be giving large revenue from the tax that would be levied on the marijuana (2012 STATE 
BALLOT INFORMATION BOOKLET). Jon Anderson the attorney for the Smart Colorado argued that; as 
Colorado already have the most extensive industry of medical marijuana in all of the US, it would be of 
critical nature that the people in the state of Colorado. Are to understand the very serious policy and 
legal implication that would come by legalizing such a dangerous bill (2012 STATE BALLOT 
INFORMATION BOOKLET). It was the vice president of the Colorado Education Association Amie Baca-
Oehlert that made arguments that kids and drugs did not mix, this viewpoint came from the fact that 
she is and educator and parent herself, and she was not comfortable with supporting a thing, which 
she knows is harmful to children, because cannabis has negative impacts on people’s attention span, 
and their brain development and these two impacts are very important as they will make an impact on 
children’s learning ability (2012 STATE BALLOT INFORMATION BOOKLET). 
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Table 1: Made by the group, the numbers and kinds of offenses were taken from the governmental 
homepage of Colorado (Crime in Colorado Annual reports accessed 15 of May 2015) 
The reason for why the table goes from 2006 is because that was the year that they tried to legalize 
Cannabis for the first time with amendment 44. As there a lot of different offenses going on in Colorado 
and the whole of the US, the group had to narrow down what offenses to look into.  
According to FBI 49.5% of drug violations in the US were either the sale/manufacturing or possession 
of cannabis. 6.2 Percentage of that were sales/ manufacturing of cannabis, while 43.3 percentage of it 
was the possession of cannabis (Crime in the U.S. 2011, by the FBI accessed 08 of May 2015). These 
numbers were from 2011. Though in 2013 it was a percentage of 5.6 that were arrested for the sale/ 
manufacturing of cannabis while a percentage of 40.6 were arrested for the possession of cannabis, 
thus giving 46.2 percentages in total (Crime in the U.S. 2013, by the FBI accessed 08 of May 2015). The 
group chose offenses that go hand in hand with cannabis in our own opinion.  
Drug Violations: As the table looks into before and after the legalization of cannabis. Drug violations 
were a necessity to look into, to gain a broader understanding of how the legalization might have 
influenced the number of drug violations.  
  
Drug 
Violation 
Liquor  
law violation Larceny Burglary Robbery 
Disorderly 
Conduct 
Total  
amount of  
offenses 
2006 (1) 16266 12010 13 257 2165 838 8423 207819 
2007 (2) 15672 11907 13644 1965 709 8611 196768 
2008 (3) 15032 11083 14636 2181 705 8249 190499 
2009 (4)  14050 9762 15903 2136 910 8119 186030 
2010 (5) 13430 9502 14665 2067 798 8014 181327 
2011 (6)  12859 9410 15617 2006 868 7564 180277 
2012 (7) 13568 8658 16082 1806 773 7109 177321 
2013 (8) 9397 10319 20122 1998 886 7587 183740 
Total 110274 82651 123926 16324 6487 63685 1503781 
Average 13784,25 10331,375 15490,75 2040,5 810,875 7960,625 187972,625 
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Liquor law violations: The reason for why liquor law violations were chosen was because that in 
amendment 64 the consumption of cannabis where to follow the same set of rules as there is in their 
law on consumption of liquor. The consumption of cannabis or alcohol and are not to be consumed in 
the public space where it might be of harm to other citizens in the state of Colorado (Amendment 64 
Use and Regulation of Marijuana accessed 08 of May 2015).  
Larceny: The unlawful way of taking and removing another person’s possessions with the larcenist 
intending permanently to deprive the owner of the item (McLaughlin & Muncie, 2012). The reason for 
looking into larceny is because drug violations and larceny can have something in common as the 
consumer might be broke and in the desperation of gaining more cannabis or other kinds of drugs for 
consumption ends up doing larceny (Steffensmeier, Andersen, Harer & Streifel, 1989).  
Burglary: The kind of felony is where the felon breaks into either an; house, store, office, etc., with the 
intention of stealing from the place (McLaughlin & Muncie, 2012). Like larceny a burglar has in some 
cases prior offenses with drug violations. 
Robbery: The felon of taking another person’s money or possession by force or by the use of 
intimidation (McLaughlin & Muncie, 2012). 
Disorderly conduct: The disturbance of public peace, this can  be done in a variety of ways, for example 
by being drunk, loud or by smoking cannabis in a public forum . 
Total amount of offenses: This part shows the total offenses in Colorado for that year. The reason for 
choosing this is to show how much crime there is in total in Colorado per year, but also to show that 
there are other crimes happening in Colorado besides the ones we choose.  
The way to find the average of either drug violations or the total amount of offenses etc., was by adding 
the numbers in a column together. These are (a) and by adding them together (b) is found which is the 
total amount of that offense. For example: 
𝑎1 + 𝑎2 + 𝑎3 + 𝑎4 + 𝑎5 + 𝑎6 + 𝑎7 + 𝑎8 = 𝑏 
Now that the total amount has been found, it is then possible to find the average amount of that crime, 
this is done by dividing (b) with the amount of years in total, and the amount of years in total will be 
called (c) and the average found will be called (x), for example:  
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𝑏
𝑐
= 𝑥 
Taking the newest known percentages from the FBI about the drug violations in the US, the group will 
find out two things, for one an approximation of how many people who were arrested for drug 
violations were arrested for cannabis possession or sales or manufacturing and secondly the number 
of people arrested for harder drugs. The group will make use of the average found and the known 
amount from 2013. It is clear that taking these numbers with the average, only will give an 
approximation of how many people were arrested for either possession of marijuana or for sales/ 
manufacturing of marijuana plus or minus depending on each year.  
 
  
Drug 
Violation 
For 
possession 
For sales and  
manufacturing 
Total of 
marijuana 
violation 
Other 
drug 
violations 
2013 9397 3815.182 526.232 4341.414 5055.586 
Average 13784.25 5596.4055 771.918 6368.3235 7415.9265 
The way to get these numbers is by taking the number of drug violation from 2013 or the average called 
A times the percentages for possession, for sales and manufacturing or the total percentages of 
marijuana violation called B, these are then divided with one hundred giving x, for example:  
𝐴 ∗ 𝐵
100
= 𝑥 
 
Sub conclusion 
The reason for why the people’s views on crime have changed from amendment 44 till amendment 64 
can be many. One reason for it could be that the discourse around it changed. Knowing that it has to 
be state owned or supervised manufactured and sold by state approved stores, and the fact that for 
people to be able to buy an ounce of cannabis has to be of legal drinking age. This fact compared to the 
fact that amendment 44 only made it legal for people of legal drinking age to carry an ounce of cannabis. 
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The circumstance surrounding around amendment 44, may have made it legal for people over 21 years 
of age, but the ones profiting from it would still be the drug cartels and not the state of Colorado and 
its people. And because it only would be the cartels who would gain from the sales of the cannabis, the 
chance of children getting a hold of cannabis would be too close for comfort. Another reason for it, 
while looking at the discourse could be how the people that either supported or who were opposed to 
the amendments made use of Aristotle's three means of persuasion; Ethos, Pathos, Logos. By using 
these, the speaker could use his own presence as a part of his or hers persuasive powers, besides talking 
to the receivers logical sense and their feelings (Marquardt 2009). For an example when the state 
senator Shawn Mitchell openly told the truth about how they were, losing the fight against drugs, and 
new approaches should be tried. By admitting that they were losing the war, he was appealing to the 
people’s feelings, and by announcing that new approaches should be tried, here he was appealing to 
the people’s logical sense and by being the senator, he was also appealing to their believe of his 
credibility. The vice president of the Colorado Education Association Amie Baca-Oehlert tried to appeal 
to the people’s logical and emotional senses while using her credibility as the vice president of the 
Colorado Education Association. Only the problems with her arguments were the fact that she talked 
of how she believed cannabis would affect children’s learning abilities, but as the sales of cannabis 
would be supervised by the government of the state of Colorado and only legal for people of legal 
drinking age, making her point invalid, and where she might appeal to the people emotional sense 
talking about their children, she was losing in appealing logical sense and her own credibility, for as she 
might be a teacher, and the vice president of the Colorado Education Association, but she are not an 
researcher or a person with medical decree, therefor invalidating her own arguments  as she has no 
credibility in how cannabis might have a negative impact. A major reason for why the people Colorado 
chose to make a cross in the yes square when voting for if amendment 64 should be legalized or not, 
was properly the fact the amount of money that would levied as taxes would go to public schools in the 
state of Colorado. Also the fact that crime in general in the state of Colorado has gone down, though 
some have gone up, whereas it is clear to see that drug violations has gone down a lot, and those 
arrested now, are either holding over an ounce of cannabis or harder drugs or are selling it illegally.  
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Sub Question two 
In this chapter we will look into the opinion of the different actors, active in the recreational marijuana 
debate. We will look into the US medical community, the political parties and different interest 
organizations (NGO and GO’s), and at the end we will discuss the discursive themes and concepts used 
by the two biggest actors in the debate. 
What did the different political parties say prior to the voting and subsequent legalization? 
The legalization of cannabis has been a hot potato in political circles. Especially with all the different 
political groupings in the US and the tenacity, they defend their beliefs. With this in mind, the whole 
issue of recreational marijuana constitutes a very highly debatable topic of discussion. 
The issue however has divided not only the population but also, the political lawmakers and regulators. 
Even internally inside the two different major political parties (Republicans and Democrats), common 
ground cannot be found regarding this issue as in the recent years different Conservative politicians has 
expressed support for the idea of legal recreational use of marijuana, republican congress-men Dana 
Rohrabacher and Ron Paul, both aired their support for legalization though with different reasons. 
Rohrabacher argues that the economic gains of legalization is too big to ignore and to make laws against 
with. While Ron Paul supports the movement with a more classical-conservative standpoint of a 
minimal state and in his belief the federal government is too immersed in the matters of the individual 
federal states. Congress-man Paul Ron argues that he doesn’t have a specific opinion relating to the use 
of cannabis, but that the decision should not lie in the hand of the federal government (Schindler 2014).  
The reasons for opposition or sympathy regarding the legalization of marijuana are in their core still 
heavily embedded in the general political rhetoric of US lawmakers. Different aspects of the issue has 
been pulled up in the debate, even themes that do not directly relate to the views on marijuana. E.g., 
the Republican congress-man Ron Paul (Schindler 2014) whom argues for the legalization in a liberalistic 
view that the decisional power should be as far removed from the federal government as possible, and 
as such seems to want marijuana legalized as a kind of statement.  
Roskilde Universitet                                                                                                                     Roskilde University  
Den Samfundsvidenskabelige Bacheloruddannelse          The Bachelor Study Programme in Social Science 
31 
 
However, the political left-right scheme still show a general difference in the views of Democrats and 
Republicans on the issue. As polls have showed that the voters still tend to vote in an ideological 
conform way, with the more liberal individuals (Democrats) mainly voting for the legalization of 
recreational marijuana and the more conservative segment (Republican) voting mainly against the 
legalization scheme (Gallup 2014). The backing for the legalization has been changing since 2010 with 
Liberal voters maintaining a steady rise in the support of legalization, while the Conservative voters 
have seen a less stable connection to the idea of legalization of Cannabis, with a slight rise in the positive 
direction in regards to the legalization. Though like their political opponents the democrats are also 
split with the governor of Colorado John Hickenlooper opposing legalization of cannabis and marijuana 
while his hinterland has proposed sympathy and support for amendment 64 (Nagourney 2014 and 
Ferner 2012). 
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Different interest groups has for a long time been working for and against legalization of recreational 
cannabis, however the groups advocating more liberal marijuana laws has been more vocal and visible 
in the media and in the public sphere in the United States of America. With one of the most prominent 
groups supporting legalization being the National Organization for the Reform of Marijuana Laws 
(abbreviated NORML), which since the 1970s has lobbied for the decriminalization of possession of 
small-quantities of marijuana as well as the legalization of the plant both in relations to medical and to 
a lesser extend recreational use (Goode 2007). 
The Drug Policy Alliance along with the National Organization for the reform of Marijuana Laws is one 
of the major players in lobbying for legal marijuana use. Arguing that the war on drugs is a futile 
endeavor only doing more harm than good, with as many as 700.000 arrests for minor drug offenses 
each year (Nadelmann 2004). The DPA generally agree with many of the oppositions claims of 
marijuana being a sedative substance with great consequences if abused, a possible gateway drug (to 
a certain degree) and even going along with marijuana’s addictive nature. Although arguing that it is 
inherently less addictive (and subsequently harmful) than other substances such as alcohol and nicotine 
(Nadelmann 2004). Being fierce advocates of the medical marijuana laws (MMJ’s) they stand quite 
opposed to the federal prohibitionist agency: The Office of National Drug Control Policy.  
The Office of National Drug Control Policy is another interest group deeply rooted in the debate 
surrounding Marijuana use (and other substances). It is controlled by the US government and is only 
responsible to the presidential administration at office (Report on cocaine and federal Sentencing 
Policy), being the hegemon in federal drug policy and enforcement. Controlling, deciding and regulating 
the drug policy, which all other federal agencies and organizations must follow. E.g. the FBI, CIA, Police 
departments and so on. (Madras 2010). It follows the course set by the presidential administration, 
who also possess the mandate to elect the director of the ONDCP. The Office of National Drug Control 
Policy was with the DEA the spearhead of the Reagan administrations ‘War on Drugs’ and with a citation 
from the first lady “[t]he casual user may think when he . . . smokes a joint . . . that he’s somehow not 
bothering anyone. But there is a trail of death and destruction that leads directly to his door . . . if you’re 
a casual drug user, you are an accomplice to murder […]” (Duke 2013). With the knowledge of were the 
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ONDCPs policy stems from it is not hard to deduce a hard federal line against marijuana and other drugs 
during the Reagan administration. 
The ONDCP is also credited with the most extensive and expensive anti-drug campaign (1998-2003) 
spending approximately a billion U$ Dollars on the project, with its special emphasis on preventing 
marijuana use by young adolescents, though the initiative was criticized for being ineffective 
(Palmgreen et al. 2007). The ONDCP argued in 2015 that drug busts in 22 other states in the vicinity of 
Colorado, revealed Cannabis which were traced back to Colorado. The Office of National Drug Control 
Policy is as an executive body of the US federal government an enforcer of anti-drug laws set up by the 
government and is unlike other organizations embedded in the marijuana debate very well-funded and 
with a clear goal set up by the presidential administration. In this role the ONDCP plays a diametric role 
compared to the NGO organizations, as a state sanctioned prohibitionist public lobby group, as a 
prohibitionist body, the ONDCP has made extensive use of its official authority. Pressuring magazines 
and newspapers to take a stand aligned with the ONDCP (Heddelston 2012). Through the period 
spanning from its creation and into the present, the ONDCP has to a great extend been keeping its way 
of discussing, and referring to and debating the issue the same. Its general discourse has not changed 
considerably. Has opposed psychoactive drugs since it creation and in the present has kept in alignment 
with current and former presidential administrations, with a tone of prohibition. With its deputy 
director outright warning against marijuana “Unfortunately […] the United States is facing declining 
perception of harm associated with marijuana” (Valdez, El Paso Times 2014) 
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THE MEDICAL community has historically not been able to find common ground surrounding the effects 
and health issues surrounding marijuana use, and subsequently has opposing views in regard of the 
legal status of marijuana both for medical and recreational use. With some opposing marijuana use and 
legalization due to the notion of its negative effects on individual health, with the medical community 
putting an emphasis on the neurological and psychological effects of marijuana use (Marijuana may 
increase psychosis risk, analysis says. (CNN July 27, 2007 and Konopka 2014)), with others supporting 
the therapeutic qualities of the cannabis plant with reservations to the action of smoking (seen as an 
unhealthy way to administer the drugs in cannabis), as this act in itself is believed to cause more harm 
than good (Kleber & Dupont 2012). This ambiguity in the medical professions relationship to cannabis 
has not changed considerably in the run from the beginning of this millennium and up to our present 
daytime. One exception though seems to be that the interest in the study into the effects of the 
cannabis plant has been ‘professionalized’ in the sense that there is a calling in the medical community 
for further research into the effects of the different compounds embedded in the cannabis plant 
(Nature America Inc. 2014). With this in mind, the medical community has in general kept a very 
professional distance to the debate. Though still with some groupings arguing against and for, based 
on differing medical data suggesting the varying health effects such anesthetic properties of cannabis, 
and others arguing against with the reasoning of the cancer inducing properties of some of less 
attractive compounds in the cannabis plant. Compounds such as benzene, formaldehyde and arsenic, 
which are recognized as known causes of cancer (Kramer 2015).  
 
The general discourse surrounding cannabis and to a wider extent, marijuana has been constant the 
last 10 years, with the different groups, organizations and agencies embedded in the debate keeping 
their stances, and generally, there is no tendency for (as expected from such a controversial topic) the 
organizations to change their rhetoric and view on the topic. After our research, we found that the 
debate surrounding marijuana, has been ongoing for the majority of the 20th century and onwards, has 
become extremely entrenched. However we know that a change has begun as at the moment of writing 
Alaska, Washington D.C., Washington State and Colorado has legalized consumption and possession of 
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recreational marijuana. Suggesting that the consensus around the issue of legal recreational marijuana 
is slowly moving away from the prohibitionist stand of the debate, and over to the libertarian part. With 
the Office of National Drug Control Policy keeping and anti-legalization standpoint, using the protection 
of young people as its main objective. Its discourse resonating heavily with connotations relating to the 
children and youngsters. 
The discourse used by the Office of National Drug Control Policy (as referred here above) makes 
extensive use of the concept of consumption by minors, putting lesser emphasis on protecting the 
grown up population in the risk-zone of consumption and potential harm originating from it 
(http://www.hiltonfoundation.org/Blog/an-interview-with-ondcp-acting-director-michael-botticelli). 
Emphasizing the poor academic performance of minors and youth whom uses substances, the way the 
discourse is used, seem to be a scare-campagin aimed at dissuading adolescent substance use, based 
on the pretext that it can affect the entirety of a person’s future, both socially and career wise. In 
continuation of the youth approach, family, the community and the society as a whole is also a 
discursive topic in the verbal register of the ONDCP, with the perceived (and the actual) ‘threats’ 
substances pose to society, however even though society, family and community is mentioned, it keeps 
being in the context of children and youths. Lacking discourse surrounding adult substance users from 
the side of ONDCP seem to support the idea that the ONDCP’s focus is strongly pointing in the direction 
of prevention over treatment.  
The Office of National Drug Control Policy must by law through the Controlled Substances Act (Ludlum 
and Ford 2014) refrain from supporting any measures related to liberalization of schedule one drugs. 
Manifesting itself in a holistic discourse of opposition to just about any drugs. The marijuana reform 
movement, the Drug Policy Alliance, has made use of some of the same discursive tools in the debate 
as the ONDCP and other anti-reformists. With children and youth being in the discursive arsenal but 
not filling so much in their discourse as with the anti-reformists. Moreover, the reform movements has 
used economic reasoning and crime related themes and motives as their main champion in their 
debates with the opposition. With themes such as prison, jail, lost generation, incarceration, tax and 
revenue. They combine a social aspect of the mass incarceration of citizens (based on minor 
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possession), with the economic discourse pointing to all fiscal and economic benefits of legalization. 
The terms jail, prison and incarceration shows a distinction in the reform movement opposed to the 
anti-reformists, it creates the image of adult use being in large the main concern of the reform 
movement, moving to.  
Sub Conclusion 
As we have observed in the previous pages the general trends in the discourse we see is that, there has 
been a slight turn in the direction of a more scientific base in relation to the discourse. With use of 
wording from the medical and scientific world moving to support claims of both beneficial and malign 
implication of the cannabis plant, and with positivistic evidence. As well as economic terms supporting 
the financial and fiscal, wonders and pitfalls of legalization of cannabis. With the different interest 
groups and organizations keeping the tone, and not drifting too far away from their ‘basic’ discourse. 
With the two main players, the Drug Policy Alliance and the Office of National Drug Control Policy 
keeping very much aligned with their historical arguments and discursive tools.  
 
Sub question three 
The consumers of cannabis are many as there are an estimate of up to 224 million consumers of 
cannabis on a world basis, which makes cannabis, one of the most used drug substances in the world 
(UN Office on Drugs and Crime, 2012). In several centuries, scientists have discussed whether or not 
there are social stigma attached to the use of marijuana. The dependence of legalized substances such 
as alcohol, tobacco and prescription drugs are often perceived as a disease, whereas dependence on 
substances that does not have western origin such as cannabis is more likely to be seen as a crime and 
is furthermore associated with deviance. (Suissa, 2001) 
While some nations have begun legalizing cannabis for either medical use and/or recreational use, 
cannabis are (still) illegal in the majority of the countries in the world. Which means that an increased 
legalization level of cannabis does not necessarily mean that cannabis has been or is being normalized, 
neither in the society (societies) nor in the governments around the world. (Parker, 2002)  
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The original concept of normalization is essentially about stigmatized individuals or groups – and in 
some cases these peoples’ stigmatized behavior – becomes a part of the socially accept everyday life, 
by following the socially accepted rhythms and routines of life. (Nirje, 1980 as cited in Parker, 2002)  
The concept of normalization in relation to the use of cannabis focuses on several factors, including; 
access and availability, rates of drug use, attitudes towards (“sensible”) use of marijuana among non-
users, and the degree of cultural accommodation of illegal drug use. (Parker, 2002)  
A research on the topic in 1979 (Jessor, 1970 cited in Suissa, 2001) revealed that cannabis was 
decreasingly described as an abuse and increasingly as a use. And that a use was determined by the 
fact of spending time in places with easy access to the substance or having friends who used the 
substance, and not by the individual's own psychopathology. (Suissa, 2001) 
Rates of drug use  
In 2003, the number of annual user was allegedly 556,000 and the number of monthly users was 
313,000. The number of annual users decreased until 2007, where 512,000 were believed to use 
cannabis on an annual basis, while in the same period the amount of monthly users increased to 
324,000 in 2007. In the period 2003-2007 Colorado experienced an annual change of 0.69% in the 
amount of cannabis users. (Gettman, 2009) 
According to a study from Norway in 2009, 26.6% of all males and 23.1% of females had tried marijuana 
at some point in their life. Around 20 percent of mid adolescents use drugs. The study furthermore 
suggested that drug use were to decrease as the users grew up, as 25.4% of 28-year old had used 
cannabis in the past, but only 12.5% had used cannabis with-in a limit of 12 months. (Pedersen, 2009)  
The HEA household survey of England found that 20 percent of mid adolescents had used drugs, and 
that over a quarter of the 20-22-year olds had used drugs within the past three months. Another study 
from England furthermore determines an increased drug use as the use were 22% for 14-25s in 1992-
1993 and in 1998-1999 this number had increased to 32%. The study found that cannabis were the 
most used drug (Parker, 2002)  
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In 2010-2011, reportedly 549,000 Coloradans age 21 and over consumed marijuana. This includes 
patients using medical marijuana. There are furthermore 149,000 users, who are under 21 years old, 
which is equivalent to 27.14% of the users. The total number of users is equivalent to 13.25% of 
Colorado’s population. (The Marijuana Policy Group, 2014)  
Access and availability 
Estimating the cannabis market in periods where the drug is prohibited, is hard as the estimate is hard, 
because of cannabis’ status as an illegal drug. And there never been an exact estimate of the available 
cannabis and the domestic production in the United States, and as there is a lack of “monitoring systems 
and surveys” an accurate estimate is impossible to make. (Parker, 2002) 
An estimate of the availability of cannabis, while illegal, was made by The Marijuana Policy Group 
(2014). By using a supply-side approach, which requires information through e.g. surveys from the 
marijuana producers and sellers in Colorado. It was on the other hand also estimated through a 
demand-side approach, which again relies on surveys as well as arrest statistics. The legalization helps 
to give a more precise estimate of the availability, as all licensed production is being registered, and the 
estimate is therefore based on facts rather than questionnaires. Though the black market cannabis is 
expected to decline as a natural result of the legalization, a black market is said to exist, which could be 
held a live by the 149,000 users under the age of 21 (The Marijuana Policy Group, 2014). By comparing 
the estimate of demand and supply, the black cannabis market can be determined and a more exact 
estimate of the availability of cannabis in Colorado can be estimated. The Marijuana Policy Group 
estimated an annual demand of 148 metric tons cannabis by the residents of Colorado.  The estimated 
demand by visitors in Colorado is said to be 77.3 metric tons, and the total availability of cannabis in 
Colorado is thereby estimated to be 225.3 metric tons per year. (The Marijuana Policy Group, 2014)  
Furthermore, the Marijuana Availability Working Group (MAWG), a division under the White House’s 
Office of National Drug Control Policy estimated the total availability of cannabis in the United States 
in 2001 to be between 10,000-24,000 metric tons. As the number of users since has increased this 
number is likely to be higher now.  (Library of Congress, 2003)   
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Cultural Accommodation and attitudes towards cannabis 
Accommodation of cannabis as a recreational drug as being normal in a cultural setting, can be hard to 
define (Parker 2002), believes that there can be “multiple indicative signs of recreational drug use being 
accepted as ‘livable with’ reality by the wider society” (Parker, 2002; 949). One of these indicators can 
be the mentioning of cannabis in television dramas, movies or music etc.. Cannabis is often mentioned 
or used by the characters in pop cultural television shows such as Gossip Girl (2007), which had up to 
an average of 1.85 million US viewers (ABC Medianet, 2009) and Weeds (2005), which had an average 
of 1.3 million US viewers (Zap2it, 2008) in its most popular season. Weeds were focusing on cannabis, 
the culture around the black market and medical marijuana as well and cannabis is furthermore often 
used in movies, and in some movies, cannabis is the main topic (e.g. American High, 2004). (Parker, 
2002) 
There has clearly been a change in the attitudes towards cannabis as amendment 44 was rejected by 
the population of Colorado in 2006, and amendment 64 passed in 2014. (Ballotpedia, 2014) As 
mentioned above there has been an increase in the amount of cannabis users. This in itself can create 
a shift in the attitude as a bigger part of the population might know someone that uses cannabis – 
regardless of it being for medical or recreational purposes. (Suissa, 2001) 
The attitudes towards celebrities using drugs, and cannabis in particular, is decreasingly condemning, 
thus some celebrities has been criticized for using the substances. This is primarily celebrities whose 
audience is young and therefore could be influenced by their idol’s use of cannabis. The use is seen as 
irresponsible, as it could affect others. This happened for Justin Bieber, where a petition to deport him 
from the United States, based on, among other things, the leak of a picture of Bieber smoking 
marijuana,  reached 273.968 signatures (The White House, 2014), and senators discussed the celebrity 
on national radio. (Izadi & Gordon, 2014)  
It is furthermore widely accepted that politicians have had drug experiences in their adolescent life, 
and the list includes Bill Clinton (New York Times, 1992), George Bush (Taipei Times, 2005) and 
President Barack Obama (New York Times, 2006).  
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In a national survey performed by the Pew Research Center 67% of the questioned expressed that there 
should be a higher focus on treatment than penalty. In 2010, 52% of Americans believed that cannabis 
should be legal and 41% was in favor of legalization, while in 2014 42% was against a legalization and 
54% in favor. People using marijuana in their own homes would bother only 15%. (Pew Research Center, 
2014) In 1969, only 12% were in favor of legalization. (Resko, 2014)  
It is safe to say that there has been a change in the attitudes towards cannabis. Cannabis is used in the 
mainstream media, an increasing part of the American population supports legalization, and an 
overwhelming majority has no objections towards others using marijuana or cannabis for medical 
purposes. There are however still restrictions and negative attitudes towards public persons, who the 
public are perceived in a certain way, if they use cannabis.  
 
Sub Conclusion 
Whether or not cannabis is being normalized, and thereby becoming a socially accepted thing in the 
everyday life, without the stigma that behavior differing from the majorities can create, is dependent 
on several different factors. (Nirje, 1980 as cited in Parker, 2002) 13.25 percent of the population in 
Colorado consumed cannabis either for medical or recreational purposes in the period 2010-2011. The 
majority of the consumers are aged 21 or older, as 549,000 users belong to this group, but 27.14% of 
the users of cannabis in Colorado are minors. On a national level, there has been an increase in the 
number of users (The Marijuana Policy Group, 2014)  
The users of cannabis in Colorado are estimated to use 148 metric tons pr. year, while visitors from out 
of state is estimated to use 77.3 metric tons annually. The total amount of cannabis demanded in 
Colorado by both residents and visitors is estimated to be 225.3 metric tons pr. year. This is estimated 
by using an approach of estimating the demand and the supply through surveys and statistics, and 
thereby finding the gap between the demand and supply in order to estimate the black market. (The 
Marijuana Policy Group) 
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In the last century the attitudes towards cannabis has shifted. Marijuana is often imaged in the 
mainstream media, without any damaging objections from the surrounding world. An increasing part 
of the American population supports a legalization, and in just 4 years, the support has grown from 41% 
in 2010 and 54% in 2014. (Pew Research Center, 2014)  
The amount of users of cannabis in the United States is increasing, and as the group is increasing, it will 
experience less stigmatization as it becomes more normal to use the substance. President Barack 
Obama has admitted to using cannabis in his adolescent, as well as other former presidents such as Bill 
Clinton and George Bush.  
The exposure of the politicians’ former drug use, have not affected their respective jobs or the 
populations view on them. Though some celebrities has experienced negative reaction after the 
‘scandalous’ exposure of their drug use (Izadi & Gordon, 2014), the presence of cannabis in the 
mainstream media and the increasing support of legalizing cannabis, benefits the normalization of 
cannabis. Cannabis is widely accepted socially and the stigma surrounding it is decreasing fast. This is 
consistent with a move towards normalization. (Parker, 2002) 
Discussion 
The bill called Amendment 64, which in 2007 received a majority vote and made legislation. In January 
2014, it was physically inaugurated through the opening of a thriving marijuana industry, in which the 
consumers were allowed to buy marijuana, and where state regulated shops are accountable for the 
quality and safety of their Cannabis based products under regulation from the state. As it is designated 
as a schedule one drug in the US classification of drugs, grouped together with heroine, 
methamphetamine and other psychoactive substances which are found in the Controlled Substance 
Act of 1971. The CSA is a list with drugs, which the federal government assessed as being highly 
addictive, dangerous (and in an extension illegal), and with a low to non-possession of any medicinal or 
practical value (Controlled Substance Act of 1971). The amendment sparked a hefty debate, with the 
reform movement seeing a great victory in their goal of having Cannabis legalized on a federal level. 
The debate however has been raging for decades with fierce resistance on both sides, grassroots 
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movements, politically supported groups, big interest organizations with a powerful lobby at their 
disposal and governmental organizations and institutions that by law are obliged to take a prohibitionist 
stand. We have found through our analysis that the general discourse surrounding the issue (at least in 
the subjects of our analysis) has not changed considerably; the general debate seems to be at the same 
today as in the middle of the 20th century and onwards to the beginning of the 21st century. However, 
we have the last couple of years seen marijuana become legalized in several states (Alaska, Colorado, 
Washington and Washington D.C.). So something must have changed, it could be of course that the 
United States has seen a surge of a new progressive generation not afraid to do away with old values 
and scares of the former generations. Maybe the political world has been more accessible to a new 
generation? The majority of US citizens incarcerated are jailed for minor possession of illicit drugs and 
foremost of those are marijuana. One possible explanation, also one of the trump cards of the reform 
movement, Is the aforementioned level of incarcerated citizens following the Controlled Substance Act 
and the subsequent US war on drugs. The war on drugs is heavily used by the reform movement as the 
reason for this mass incarceration, keeping in mind that the United States of America top on the list of 
countries, with the highest rate of incarcerated citizens of any country in the world (International 
Centre For Prison Studies 2013). The war on drugs has intensified during the administrations of Pres. 
George W. Bush and Pres. Barack Obama (Both whom have admitted to having smoked marijuana 
(Taipei Times, 2005 and New York Times, 2006). With a higher degree of incarcerations and the 
constructions of new (and expansions of old) fences and security systems at the US border to Mexico 
(Bowden 2007). Aiming to keep immigrants and subsequently drugs out of the United States territory. 
We see in the two amendments that were up for vote in Colorado in respectively 2007 and 2012 that 
the wording had changed and that a greater ‘seriousness’ had been applied to amendment 62, with 
more serious text and more consistent ideas for both implication of the law and for the tax revenue 
generated by the marijuana industry. This could be seen as a turning point for the reform movement 
which might have obtained a more serious and resourceful backing. Another explanation for the change 
in attitude could be a changing image of the marijuana user, if most people would imagine a typical 
marijuana user they would probably either think about gang members or leftist college hippies, though 
now even two presidents of the United States has been confirmed at having tried to smoke marijuana. 
Roskilde Universitet                                                                                                                     Roskilde University  
Den Samfundsvidenskabelige Bacheloruddannelse          The Bachelor Study Programme in Social Science 
43 
 
These revelations might have led to a change of heart in the opinions of some people. How bad can it 
be if you can become the president of the United States of America despite having smoked marijuana?  
 
Conclusion 
Working Question: Has the discourse surrounding crime been a factor? 
The reason for why the people’s views and the discourse on crime changed from the first attempt to 
legalize cannabis with amendment 44 in 2006 until the second time they tried to legalize cannabis with 
amendment 64 can be many. One of the reasons for why it could be that the discourse around it 
changed from amendment 44 till amendment 64; for if the people of Colorado that with the 
amendment 64, knew that the manufacturing of the cannabis has to be state owned or to be supervised 
by state officials. While being manufactured and the fact that it have to be sold by state approved 
stores. And the fact that for people to be able to buy an ounce of cannabis has to be of legal drinking 
age, comparing this fact with the fact that the amendment 44 only would have made it legal for people 
of legal drinking age to carry an ounce of cannabis. The circumstances surrounding amendment 44, may 
have made it legal for people over 21 years of age to carry an ounce of cannabis, but the ones profiting 
from the sales of the would still be the drug cartels and not the state of Colorado and its people. In 
addition, it only would be the cartels who would gain from the sales of the cannabis, the chance for the 
children from the state of Colorado getting a hold of cannabis would be too close for comfort. Another 
reason for why amendment 64 was passed as a law while amendment 44 was defeated when it went 
for a public vote; While looking at the discourse, then how the people that either supported or who 
were opposed to the amendments made use of Aristotle's three means of persuasion; Ethos, Pathos, 
Logos. By using these three means of persuasion, the speaker could use his or her own presence as a 
part of his or hers persuasive powers, besides talking to the recipients logical sense and their feelings 
on the given subject (Marquardt 2009). An example for how it either worked or did not work, could for 
example be when the state senator Shawn Mitchell openly told the truth about how they were losing 
the fight against drugs. And new approaches should be tried, by admitting that they were losing the 
war, he was appealing to the people’s feelings, and by announcing that new approaches should be tried, 
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here he was appealing to the people’s logical sense and by being the senator, he was also appealing to 
their believe of his credibility. Or when the vice president of the Colorado Education Association Amie 
Baca-Oehlert tried to appeal to the people’s logical and emotional senses while using her credibility as 
the vice president of the Colorado Education Association. The only problems with her arguments were 
the fact that she talked of how she believed cannabis would affect children’s learning abilities, but as 
the sales of cannabis would be supervised by the government of the state of Colorado and only legal 
for people of legal drinking age. Making her point invalid, and where she might appeal to the people 
emotional sense talking about their children, she was losing in appealing logical sense and her own 
credibility, for, as she might be a teacher, and the vice president of the Colorado Education Association. 
Nevertheless, she are not a researcher or a person with medical decree, therefor invalidating her own 
arguments, as she has no credibility in how cannabis might have a negative impact. A major reason for 
why the people Colorado chose to make a cross in the yes square when voting for if amendment 64 
should be legalized or not, was properly the fact the amount of money that would levied as taxes would 
go to public schools in the state of Colorado. Thirdly it could also be the fact that crime in general in the 
state of Colorado has gone down, though some have gone up, whereas it is clear to see that drug 
violations has gone down a lot, and those arrested now, are either holding over an ounce of cannabis 
or harder drugs or are selling it illegally.  
Working Question: Has there been a change in the discourse surrounding the consumption? 
The general trends surrounding the discourse on cannabis has made a logical twist, from going from 
the standard opinions made from the propaganda of earlier decades to a more logical and scientific 
approach to the cannabis debate. With the use of phrasing from both the medical and scientific world, 
the discourse is moving to support both the malign and the beneficial implications of the cannabis plant, 
and with positivistic evidence as a growing base. This is featuring the economic terms and symbols that 
are supporting the financial and fiscal, wonders and pitfalls which followed the legalization of Cannabis. 
With the different interest groups and organizations keeping the tone on a proper level, and not drifting 
too far away from their ‘basic’ discourse. With the two main players, the Drug Policy Alliance and the 
Office of National Drug Control Policy keeping very much aligned with their historical arguments and 
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discursive tools. The medical world however has somehow changed its stand from being more of an 
advocate of prohibitionist views in relation to marijuana, meanwhile upholding a somewhat of an 
academic neutrality, and been moving in a direction in which the medical and therapeutic usage of the 
Cannabis plant has moved in focus in a more positivistic way. 
Working Question: Has cannabis experienced normalization? 
Even if cannabis is being normalized or not, if it is being normalized and therefore and thereby becoming 
accepted as a socially thing in the everyday life of people, without the stigma that the behavior differing 
from the majorities can create, is dependent on several different defining factors (Nirje, 1980 as cited 
in Parker, 2002). There was 13.25% of the population in the state of Colorado, which had consumed 
cannabis either for a medical or for recreational purposes in the period 2010-2011. The majority of the 
consumers are aged 21 or older, thus being of legal drinking age, as 549,000 users belong to this group, 
but 27.14% of the users of cannabis in Colorado are minors. On a national level, there has been an 
increase in the number of users (The Marijuana Policy Group, 2014).  It has been estimated that the 
users of cannabis in the state of Colorado use approximately 148 metric tons of cannabis per year, while 
it is estimated that those who to the state of Colorado for visiting purposes uses approximately 77.3 
metric tons annually. The total accumulation of cannabis in the state of Colorado for both the visitors 
and its citizens is estimated to 225.3 metric tons per year. This is estimated by using an approach of 
estimating the demand and the supply through surveys and statistics, and thereby finding the gap 
between the demand and supply in order to estimate the black market (The Marijuana Policy Group). 
The attitudes towards and surrounding cannabis has shifted in the last century, as marijuana often is 
imaged in the mainstream media, without gaining any form of negative objection from the surrounding 
world. There is also an increase in the American populace that supports legalization of cannabis, and in 
only four years there has been a massive growth in those who supports legalization of cannabis and it 
has grown from 41% in 2010 and 54% in 2014 (Pew Research Center, 2014). There has also been an 
increasing amount of cannabis users in the United States, and with the more growth the group of 
cannabis users is experiencing, even less stigmatization will they experience, as it is becoming more and 
more normal will the consumption of the substance end up being. Even the president of United States 
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Barack Obama is known to have admitted to have consumed cannabis in his adolescent, but there are 
other now former presidents who admitted that they have consumed cannabis, such as the democrat 
Bill Clinton and the republican George W. Bush. Even though they have admitted to having used 
cannabis when they were adolescent, the exposure of it has not had a negative nor positive effect on 
their respective careers or on the populations view on them. There are however some celebrities that 
has experienced negative reactions after the ‘scandalous’ exposure of their drug use (Izadi & Gordon, 
2014). The presence of cannabis in the mainstream media and the increasing support of legalizing 
cannabis, are benefitting the normalization of cannabis. Cannabis is widely socially accepted and the 
stigma surrounding it is decreasing fast. This is consistent with a move towards normalization. (Parker, 
2002) 
Research Question: Why has the image of Cannabis changed since amendment 44? 
There are lots of defining factors as for why the image cannabis has changed since amendment 44 until 
the legalization of cannabis with amendment 64. One of the defining factor must be the difference in 
the two amendments, wherein amendment 64 the people of the state Colorado were promised that 
the first 40 million dollars in taxes gained from cannabis would go to the public schools, thus ensuring 
the people that their children would gain a proper education. There is also another very specific reason 
for the change of image in the state Colorado, and that is, that secured job opportunities with 
amendment 64 with retail and manufacturing, thus lessening the amount of drug violations in the state 
Colorado. A third reason for why there has been a change of image, is the fact that the change in the 
debate has taken a more scientifically direction as well with a direction in the medical area. Lastly as 
cannabis is on the road of being normalized, as the stigma surrounding it, is becoming smaller and 
smaller because it being socially accepted on a wider basis. And there can on the knowledge found be 
concluded that what we are seeing is a shift in generations, with a more focused youth that do not 
accept the stigmatization without proper prove . 
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